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Sir: 

This letter is in response to an office action dated 26 October 2001 wherein the 
Examiner required restriction of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 121 to one of two inventions. 
The Examiner suggests that the application claims two inventions: 

I. Claims 2 1 -28 and 48-54, drawn to an electrical component assembly; and 

II. Claims 1-20, 29-49, and 55-92, drawn to a method of making an electrical 

component assembly- 

Applicants respectfully traverse the Examiner's requirement for restriction. The 
examiner has failed to show either 1) the process as claimed can be used to make another and 
materially different product, or 2) the product as claimed can be made by another and 
materially different process. 37 M.P.E.P. § 806.05(f)- The examiner merely states this rule, 
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but fails to indicate whether be is invoking either or both of these tenets or how either tenet is 
applied to the claims. 

The examiner pro* ides examples of two different oiders for steps in a particle plating 
process as claimed in clan vis 56-92. Applicants presume, by the nature of the examples, the 
Examiner has suggested me possibility of two processes and therefore believes mat the 
second rule is applicable, i.e., that the product as claimed can be made by another and 
materially different process. However, the Examiner never states why his examples of two 
different orders for drawing a flexible tape substrate through various baths in a particle 
plating process are examples of materially different processes. There is no explanation of 
why such different orders of steps would be considered different processes, much less what is 
materially different about them. 

Applicants submit that the method of claims 1-20, 29-47, and 55 is not an independent 
and distinct invention under 35 U.S.C. § 121 from the electrical component assembly as 
claimed in claims 21-28 and 48-54. The Examiner has not shown why these method and 
component claims are independent and distinct inventions. Therefore, Applicants 
respectfully request the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the restriction requirement as 
between these claims. 

Pursuant to 37 C.F. R. § 1.143, Applicants provisionally elect for prosecution Group I 
of the claims as identified by the Examiner as drawn to an electrical component assembly, 
pending the Examiner's consideration of Applicants' traverse of and request for 
reconsideration of the restriction requirement. 

Respectfully submitted this 20 th day of November 2001. 
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